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DETAILED ACTION 

This Office Action is in response to amendments filed August 31 , 2005. Claims 1-14, 
16-42 are presented for further examination. Claims 43-53 are presented for initial 
examination. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

1 . The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 102(e) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(e) the invention was described in (1 ) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21 (2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

2. Claims 1-25, 30-53 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by 
Ozzie et al. (hereinafter "Ozzie", US Patent 6,941 ,510 B01). 

As per claims 1 , 38-39, Ozzie discloses a method, apparatus, and machine- 
readable program comprising: 

• Receiving a machine readable file containing a document that is to be served to a 

client for display on a client device, the organization of the documents in the file 
being expressed as a hierarchy of information (column 5, lines 45-65, column 7, 
lines 55-67). 

• Deriving subdocuments from the hierarchy of information, each of the subdocuments 

being expressed in a format that permits it to be served separately to the client, at 
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least one to the subdocuments containing information that enables it to be linked to 
another one of the subdocuments (column 1 1 , lines 1-20). 

As per claims 2, 16, Ozzie discloses the method of claim 1 in which the 
hierarchical expression language comprises extensible mark-up language (XML) 
(column 7, lines 56-67). 

As per claim 3, Ozzie discloses the method of claim 1 in which the deriving 
comprises traversing the hierarchy and assembling the subdocuments from segments, 
at least some of the subdocuments each being assembled from more than one of the 
segments (column 43, lines 45-55, column 44, lines 51-65). 

As per claim 4, discloses the method of claim 3 in which the assembling conforms 
to an algorithm that tends to balance the respective sizes of the sub-documents 
(column 3, lines 30-36). 

As per claim 5, Ozzie further discloses the method of claim 3 in which the 
assembling conforms to an algorithm that tends to favor assembling each of the 
subdocuments from the segments that have common parents in the hierarchy (column 
8, lines 5-15). 



As per claim 6, Ozzie discloses the method of claim 3, in which the assembling 
conforms to an algorithm that tends to favor assembling each of the subdocuments from 
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segments for which replications of nodes in the hierarchy is not required (column 12, 
lines 8-15). 

As per claim 7, Ozzie discloses the method of claim 1 in which the file is received 
from an origin server associated with the file (column 5, lines 59-67, column 6, lines 1- 
8). 

As per claim 8, Ozzie discloses the method of claim 7 in which the file is expressed 
in a language that does not organize segments of the document in a hierarchy, and the 
deriving of subdocuments includes first converting the file to a language that organized 
segments of the document in a hierarchy (columns 6, lines 50-67, column 7). 

As per claims 9, Ozzie discloses the method of claim 1 also including serving the 
subdocuments to the client individually as requested by the client (column 1 1 , lines 8- 
13). 

As per claims 10, 18, 22, Ozzie disclose the method of claims 9, 17, and 22 in 
which the subdocuments are served to the client using a hypertext transmission 
protocol (column 2, lines 5-15, column 10, lines 65-67). 

As per claim 1 1 , Ozzie discloses the method of claim 9 in which the subdocuments 
are requested by the client based on contained information that enables it to be linked 
to another of the subdocuments (column 11, lines 1-5). 
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As per claims 12, Ozzie discloses the method of claim 1 also including 

• Identifying a portion of the document that is to be displayed separately from the rest 
of the document (column 44, lines 51-65); 

• The portion of the document that is to be displayed separately being excluded from 
the subdocument in which the portion would otherwise have appeared, the portion of 
the document that is to be displayed separately being included in at least 

one corresponding subdocument (column 44, lines 44-51 ), 

• When the subdocument in which the portion would otherwise have appeared is served to the cli 
embedding a graphical device that can be invoked by the user to retrieve the subdocument tha 
of the document that is to be displayed separately (column 1 1 , lines 8-1 5). 

As per claims 13, Ozzie discloses a method comprising: 

• Receiving, from an origin server, a machine readable file containing a document that 
is to be served to a client for display on a client device, the file being expressed in a 
language that does not organize segments of the document in a hierarchy (column 
6, lines 44-58); 

• Converting the file to a language that organizes segments of the document in a 
hierarchy (column 7, lines 55-65) 

• Traversing the hierarchy and assembling subdocuments from the segments, at least 
some of the subdocuments each being assembled from more than one of the 
segments, the assembling conforming to an algorithm that tends to (a) balance the 
respective sizes of the sub-documents, (b) favor assembling each of the 
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subdocuments from segments that have common parents in the hierarchy, and (c) 
assemble the subdocuments from segments for which replications of nodes in the 
hierarchy is not required (column 8, lines 5-15). 

• At least one of the subdocuments being expressed in a format that permits it to he 

served separately to the client, at least one of the subdocuments containing 
information that enables it to be linked to another one of the subdocuments (column 
11, lines 8-1 5)., 

• Serving the subdocuments to the client individually as requested by the client based 

on the contained information that enables it to be linked to another of the 
subdocuments (column 11, lines 10-20). 

As per claim 14, Ozzie discloses a machine-readable document held on a storage 
medium for serving to a client, the document being organized as a set of 
subdocuments, subdocuments containing information that enables the subdocument to 
be linked to another of the subdocuments, the information enabling the subdocument to 
be linked comprising a URL, the subdocuments comprising an assembly of segments of 
the document that are a part of a hierarchical expression of the document, the 
subdocuments being of approximately the same size (column 1 1 , lines 1-25, column 44, 
lines 51-60). 

As per claim 17, Ozzie discloses a method comprising: 

• Receiving from a client a request for a document to be displayed on a client device 

(column 5, lines 59-67); 
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• Serving separately to the client a subdocument that represents less than all of the 

requested document, the subdocument containing information that links it to at least 
one other subdocument (column 11, lines 1-10); 

• Receiving from the client an invocation of the link to the other subdocument, and 

serving separately to the client device the other subdocument (column 10, lines 57- 
65). 

As per claim 19, Ozzie discloses the method of claim 17 in which the 
subdocuments are of essentially the same length (column 9, lines 12-20) 

As per claim 21, Ozzie discloses a method comprising: 

• Receiving from a server at a client device, a subdocument of a larger document for 

display on the client device (column 8, lines 1-10); 

• Displaying the subdocument on the client device (column 5, lines 45-65); 

• Receiving at the client device a request of a user to have displayed another 

subdocument of the larger document (column 6, lines 34-43); 

• Receiving separately from the server at the client device, the other subdocument 

(column 6, lines 60-67); 

• Displaying the other subdocument on the client device (column 5, lines 45-65); 

• The subdocument being of substantially the same length (column 9, lines 13-20). 

As per claim 23, Ozzie does not explicitly disclose the method of claim 21 in 
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which the request of the user is expressed as a URL (column 2, lines 5-15, column 
10, lines 65-67). 

As per claim 24, Ozzie discloses the method of claim 21 in which all of each of the 
subdocuments is displayed at one time on the client device (column 10, lines 58-65). 

As per claim 25, Ozzie discloses the method of claim 21 in which less than all of 
each of the subdocuments is displayed on the client device at one time (column 10, 
lines 58-65). 

As per claim 30, Ozzie discloses the method 1 , 17, or 21 in which the 
subdocuments are derived from the document at the time of a request from the client 
device for the document (column 9, lines 21-35). 

As per claim 31 , Ozzie discloses the method of claim 30 in which the 
subdocuments are derived in a manner that is based on characteristics of the client 
device (column 9, lines 21-35) 

As per claims 32-33, Ozzie discloses the method of claim 31 in which the 
characteristics of the client device are provided by the client in connection with the 
request (column 5, lines 45-65). 
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As per claim 34-36, Ozzie discloses method of claim 1 , 1 7, or 21 , in which the 
subdocuments are derived from the document before the client requests the document 
from the server (columns 5, lines 59-67). 

As per claims 37-39, Ozzie disclose apparatus and machine-readable medium 
comprising at least one of the subdocuments containing information that enables it to be 
linked to another one of the subdocuments (column 1 1 , lines 1-10). 

As per claim 40, Ozzie discloses the method of claim 7 in which the file comprises 
an electronic document (column 2, lines 5-15, column 10, lines 65-67) 

As per claim 41 , Ozzie discloses the method of claim 7 in which the file comprises 
an email file (column 2, lines 5-15, column 10, lines 65-67). 

As per claim 42, Ozzie discloses the method of claim 7 in which the file is received 
from the origin sever in the form of a webpage (column 2, lines 5-15, column 10, lines 
65-67). 

As per claim 43, Ozzie discloses the apparatus of claim 37 in which the network 
server is configured to derive the subdocuments by traversing the hierarchy and 
assembling the subdocuments from segments, at least some of the subdocuments 
each being assembled from more than one of the segments (column 8, lines 20-35) 
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As per claim 44, Ozzie discloses the apparatus of claim 37, in which the file is 
received from an origin server associated with the file (column 7, lines 13-33). 

As per claim 45, Ozzie discloses the apparatus of claim 44 in which the file is 
expressed in a language that does not organize segments of the document in a 
hierarchy, and the network server deriving the subdocuments includes first converting 
the file to a language that organized segments for the document in a hierarchy (column 
6, lines 44-65). 

As per claim 46, Ozzie discloses the apparatus of claim 37, in which the network 
server is also configured to server the subdocuments to the client individually as 
requested by the client (column 1 1 , lines 5-10). 

As per claim 47, Ozzie discloses the apparatus of claim 37 in which the 
subdocuments are of essentially the same length (column 44, lines 40-55). 

As per claim 48, Ozzie discloses the machine-readable program of claim 39 in 
which the machine-readable program is capable of configuring the machine to derive 
the subdocuments by the traversing the hierarchy and assembling the subdocuments 
from the segments, at least some of the subdocuments each being assembled from 
more than one of the segments (column 7, lines 35-45). 
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As per claim 49, Ozzie discloses the machine-readable program of claim 39 in 
which the machine-readable program is capable of configuring the machine to also 
server the subdocuments to the client individually as requested by the client (column 
11, lines 3-13). 

As per claim 50, Ozzie discloses an apparatus comprising: 

A client device configured to receive and display a subdocument of a larger document 
for display, wherein the client device is also configured to receive a request of a user to 
have displayed another subdocument of the larger document, and thereafter 
separately receive and display at least one other subdocument, the subdocuments 
being of substantially the same length (column 8, lines 23-35). 

As per claim 51 , Ozzie discloses the apparatus of claim 50 in which the client device is 
configured to receive and display subdocuments that have been derived from a 
document in a manner that is based on characteristics of the client device, the client 
device having provided the characteristics in connection with a request (column 5, lines 
55-67). 

As per claim 52, Ozzie discloses the apparatus of claim 50 in which the client device is 
configured to receive and display subdocuments that have been derived from a 
document in a manner that is based on characteristics of the client device, the 
characteristics including at least one display capability of the client device (column 7, 
lines 33-45). 
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As per claim 53, Ozzie discloses the apparatus of claim 50 in which the client device 
comprises a mobile phone or personal digital assistant (column 45, lines 1-15). 

3. Claims 26-29 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Ozzie et al. (hereinafter "Ozzie", US Patent 6,941,510 B01) in further view of Shklar et 
al. (hereinafter "Shklar", US Patent No. 6,253,239 B1). 

As per claim 26, Ozzie does not explicitly disclose a method displaying an icon with the 
subdocument and in response to invocation of the icon, fetching another subdocument 
of the document from a server. 

However, in an analogous art, Shklar discloses a set of objects are indicated by a stack 
of icons (column 6, lines 8-14). 

Therefore, one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made would 
have found it obvious to implement or incorporate Shklar's icons in Ozzie's method in 
order to represent a filed stored. 

As per claim 27, Ozzie discloses the method of claim 26 in which only a portion of 
each of the subdocuments is displayed at one time (column 44, lines 51-65). 

As per claim 28, Ozzie discloses the method of claim 27 also including displaying 
an indication of the position of the currently displayed subdocument in a series of 
subdocuments that make up the document (column 11, lines 1-15). 
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As per claim 29, Ozzie discloses the method of claim 28 in which the indication 
includes the total number of subdocuments in the series and the position of the currently 
displayed document in the sequence (column 8, lines 1-10). 

Response to Arguments 

4. Applicant's arguments have been considered but are moot in view of the new 
ground(s) of rejection. 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Barbara N. Burgess whose telephone number is (571) 
272-3996. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F (8:00am-4:00pm). 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Alio Etienne can be reached on (571) 272-4001 . The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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